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SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 



or T1IK 



COIMISSIONEES OE CHUECH TEMP0EA1ITIES 

IN IRELAND. 



TO HIS GBACE THE MOST NOBLE .TAMES, DUKE OF ABEBCORN, K.G., 

LOUD LIEUTENANT-GENERAL ANI) GENERAL GOVERNOR OK IRELAND, &C. 



We, The Commissioners of Church Temporalities in Ireland, in conformity with your 
Grace’s permission to present a Supplemental Report, in which we might notice and 
reply to charges brought against us by tho Comptroller and Auditor-General in his 
Report on our accounts for the year 1873, beg loave to proceed at once to meet such of 
those charges as appear to require any explanation or answor, and which have not been 
already disposed of in our original Report. 



Tithe Rentcharge — Sealed Statement. 

“ Adverting to my remarks in tlic Ttoporfc on tlio account to tlio .‘list Decomher, 1872, respecting the scaled 
statement, winch, subject to certain amendments authorized by tho Act to bo made on appeal, aud on apportion- 
ment, on the division of property, as hereinafter referred to, was intended to lix tho liability of porsons charge- 
able with the payment of Titlio Rent on tho 1st of Novombor, 1871, I hnvo to obsorvo that errors made in the 
compilation of the document, which wore pointed out on tho lliut examination, have been, in some cases, ructine 
by erasure, and in others were still subsisting in Novombor last. 

“ It also appears that tlioro are numorous other orasuros and alterations of amounts in tho sealed statemen 
referred to. _ . 

“ Taking five dioceses promiscuously, .15 oni.su res wore disco von vl, five of which wore initialed. As rogor s 
one of these dioceses, it has been reported to mo that tho figures in tlio soalod statement arc in some cases so 
illegibly written that it is difficult to determine tlio exact amounts they arc intended to indicate. 

“ By a proviso contained in Section C (No. 1) of the Act 35 it 30 Vic. c. 90, powor is given to the Commis- 
sioners to amend the statement, on tho owner, whose name is set forth in suoli statement, lodging with the 
Commissioners an objection in writing to his liability. . . ,, 

“As the collection rentals showed that in virtue of tho powor thus conferred, numorous amendments, clue J 
in reduction, of Tithe Rents included in tho sealed statement of 1871, hod been miulc on appeal, and that the 
amended rents hail been collected for periods varying from two to throo years, permission was asked by my 
examiners when in Dublin in November last, to inspoct the sealed orders giving oll'ect In the.no amcnumon , 
they were, however, told that tho request could not bo accodod to, bocauso tho scaled ordors, with inconsidera o 
exceptions, had not yet been prepared, and would not bo l-oady for inspection until tlioir next visit 

“ It is only necessary to refer to a singlo instance to hIiow tlio delay which has taken place in tho prepara on 
of the sealed orders, and in tho amendment of tho soalod statement. _ 

“ In the case of the Rentcharge on the Benefice of Grange Silva, Dioceso of Loighlin, the Titlio Ben w . 
reduced on appeal, after the decision of the quarter sessions on tho 15tli April, 1872. In reply to a 
cation from my Department of 9th December, 1873, it was stated that tho Commissioners had ‘directed i ( 
sealed statement) to be amended.’ In Novembor, 1874, howover, when tlio altered ronts had boen m collec ion 
for two yeaxs, the sealed statement had not been amended. . f 

“The Commissisoners axe empowered by Article 4, Section 6, Act 35 & 30 Viet., o. 90, on tlio application 
owners, on the division of lands held by them, either by sale or otherwise, to apportion the whole or 
of the Tithe Rentcharges thereon, or the annual Rentcharges substituted for tbom under Section 32 o 
principal Act, or Section 7 of the Act 35 <fc 36 Viot. c. 90, in such manner and proportions as by stt 
application may be required ; and the ‘ apportionment orders under the seal of the Commissioners shall be deem 
and shall be conclusive evidence of the liability to the said Rentcharge of the land set forth in said or e 
respectively.’ 



See Appen- 
dix (Nos. 1, 
and 2). 
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EE PORT OE THE COMMISSIONERS 



“ Numerous divisions or apportionments of Rontchavgo having takou placo in tho rentals, and tho collection 
of tlie Titho Rent having being made in accordance -with tlieso divisions or apportionments, application was made 
that my examiners might bo permitted to chock the amonded rontalu with the sealed ardors, but this request 
could not bo granted on the ground that tho sealed order's wore not yet prepared, and would not ho ready until 
tho spring of 1875. Under those circumstances I am unablo to say whether tho Titho Routs in question have 
been collected in accordance with the provisions of tho Act referred to. 

“ Various Tithe Rents which ought to have been embodied in, hut wero omitted from, tho aoalod statement 
of 1871, have been included in that of 1872. 

“ On inquiring under what clause of the Act 35 & 3(1 Viet. c. 90, thoso Tithe Rents wove included in the 
statement of 1872, I was informed in roply that nndor tho 6th section, 2nd paragraph, tho words * or otherwise ’ 
cover ‘ omissions.’ 

“ It seems to me, however, from the tenor of tho Gth section of tho Act, that it was tho intention of the 
Legislature that each statement of Titho Rent, beginning with that of 1871, should bo a complete and reliable 
record of all Titho Rents which had bocomo payablo within tho periods to which thoy respectively apply, and 
should, as such, fix the liability of, and he binding upon, tho payers of Titho .lionts. 

“ I venture therefore, though with deference, to differ from tho construction put by tho Commissioners on 
the words referred to. The clause reliod upon by tliom runs thus : — 

“ ‘ The Commissioners shall lodge in the said Record Department, on or before the 31st day of March in each 
year, a further statement of any Tithe Rentchai'go which may have bocomo payable to thorn ill tho preceding 
year ending 31st December, under Section 33 of tho principal Act, or otherwise, and tho provisions of this 
Section shall apply to such statements and Tithe Rentcharge.’ 

“ According to my reading of the clause just quoted, tho Commissioners were required to lodgo in their 
Record Department, in addition to the statemont for the year 1871, already referred to, a further annual state- 
ment showing the Tithe Rent which had become payablo under tho 33rd section of tho principal Act, or otherwise, 
during the twelve montlis immediately preceding tho 31st of December in each year ; and with this limitation 
as to time, it appeal's to me that a statement intended to record the Titho Routs which had bocomo payable 
during 1872, could not properly include omissions from the sealed statomont of 1871, which, after its deposition 
in their Record Department, apparently could not bo rectified without further legislative powers. 

“ The Commissioners also state that tho words * or othorwiso ’ givo thorn power to amend ‘ clerical orrors,’ 
and this, its they say in reply to a further communication, without sealed orders. Such orders not being 
provided for by the Act would probably not have auy legal effect, but they woid«l at least bo more satisfactory 
to the payer than perhaps a mere unattosted erasure, which might have boon made by an unauthorised person. 
In my observations at page 3, 1 liavo pointed out cases of unattosted erasures. 

“ On an investigation of the sealed statemont for tho year 1873, it was ascertained that sovoral Titho Rents 
had been omitted. These errors having been pointed out, I was informed in roply that tho items wore omitted 
by mistake, and that ‘they will be added to the statement for 1874.’ 

“ As I have already remarked, it seems open to doubt whether thoi'o oxists any power under the Act to odd 
to the statement of a subsequent year Tithe Rents which have been omitted from tho statement of the year 
within which they became payable. Indeed the Commissioners seem to have boon of this opinion themselves, 
as, in reply to a question why certain rents had not been included in the statemont for tho year 1873, they have 
answered, because they ‘ did not become payablo within the year.’ 

“Article 1, of Section 6, of the Act 35 <fc 36 Vic. c. 90, provides that the sealed statemont * shall bo deemed 
to be and shall be conclusive evidence of the amount of Tithe Rentcharge chargeable on tho lands,’ and ‘ such 
statement shall, in relation to such amounts as aforesaid, be binding upon the persons liable to tho payment of 
the same.’ 

“ It appears, nevertheless, from the following answer to a query from this Department, that tho amounts in 
the sealed statement are subject to variation. 

“The Commissioners in collecting the Tithe Rentcharge find themselves sometimos entitled to claim a larger 
amount of Rentcharge than that specified in the sealed statement, sometimos constrained to accept a smaller 
amount on being placed in possession of information which was not before them when tho statement was made, 
or for other reasons. 

“As the sealed statement of 1871 is not the statement mentioned in tho Act 35 <fe 36 Vic. c. 90, to have 
been deposited in the Record Department of the Commission, having admittedly (though probably from some 
unavoidable cause) not been prepared till some time after tho passing of tho Act, and as bhoro are numerous 
erasures of amounts in it, besides errors and omissions, which latter, as has been shown, also occur in tho scaled 
statement of 1873, it seems worthy of consideration whether, in oi’dor to obviate any questions which from the 
causes referred to might probably be held to affect these documents as affording conclusive evidence of the 
amount of the Tithe Rentchayges in the event of litigation, recourse should not ho had to further legislative 
action with the view of placing beyond question tho validity of the several soalcd statements when finally 
amended as conclusive and binding records of the liability of the persons subject to tho paymont of Tithe Rent.’’ 



With . regard to the charge here made, that there are “numerous erasures, errors, 
and omissions” in the “sealed statement,” the Commissioners freely admit that such is 
the case, nor is this remarkable when it is considered with what haste that Statement 
was prepared, and also the materials from which it was constructed. It has been 
mentioned in the report already presented by the Commissioners that by misrecital in 
tbe 35 & 36 Vic., c. 90, the <c Statement” was alleged to have been deposited in the 
Record Department at the time of the passing of that Act. Tho Commissioners finding 
this to be the case, caused such a sealed Statement to he prepared with the greatest 
amount of expedition possible, taking the names of the payers of Tithe Rent-charge, and 
the amounts payable from the rentals furnished to them by the clergy. 

The Commissioners supposed that their attention was called by the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General to the clerical errors in the Statement for the purpose of having 
them corrected, and they directed these corrections to be made without the formality of a 
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sealed order, which they decided was unnecessary. No other alterations have been 
made. 

The Comptroller and Auditor-General suggests “ further legislative action, with the 
view of placing beyond question the validity of the several scaled statements when finally 
amended, as conclusive and binding records of the liability of the persons subject to the 
payment of Tithe Rent.” This sentence shows that the writer wholly misapprehends 
the nature of the liability of which ho is treating, and, indeed, it would he unreasonable 
to suppose that the Comptroller and Auditor-General could be familiar with the long 
and somewhat intricate statutes which regulate this liability. It is sufficient here to 
state, that Tithe Rent-charge is a charge, not upon persons, but upon lands, and that by 
the 1 & 2 Vic., c. 109, the liability to pay it is fixed upon tho person (whoever he may 
be) having “the first estate of inheritance” in such lands. As this ostato is subject to 
constant devolutions and transfers, nothing further need bo said to prove tho impossi- 
bility by any legislation of fixing a permanent binding liability upon individual persons, 
but this is what the legislature attempted to effect by the Act now under discussion. 

Errors of a trifling and clerical character were unavoidable in a Statement containing 
40,000 items, many of them as small as one penny; hut in every ease whore any sub- 
stantial increase or reduction was made, or any apportionment of liability took place, 
the Commissioners have, in pursuance of tho Act, made tho correction by an order on 
application by, or on notice to, the person affected by the change. It is true as stated 
by the Comptroller and Auditor-General that those orders have not boon made up and 
sealed ; but any person at all conversant with, tho proceedings of Courts would bo aware 
that an entry of tho order in the Records of tlio Commissioners is quite sufficient, unless 
and until a question arises, in which case an official order can be at any time issued 
under the seal of the Commissioners. 

The Comptroller and Auditor-General has boon unable to point out any instance in 
which an improper amount has boon collected, or any loss caused to tho funds by the 
necessary alterations to which lie lias referred. 

So far as the Commissioners can understand tlio construction which the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General puts upon this statute, they cannot agree with it; they arc of 
opinion that they have clear power to deal with the tithes vested in them in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Tithe Rcnt-chargc Acts, and they accordingly increase 
or reduce the amounts of Tithe Rent-charge on. thoir Rentals, so that such amounts 
shall correspond with the amounts set forth in tho Applotmcnt Books. 

They also exercise the additional powers of apportionment and of exemption given to 
them by the Act of 1872. is 

. ,. ^. e * auc ^ upon which tithe lias been applotted arc, of course, subject to frequent 
divisions and changes of owner, which render these apportionments of rent-cliargc neces- 
sary; but it is obvious that such changes cannot affect tlio revenue of the Commissioners, 
as tbe entire amount to he received is fixed, tlio proportions in which it is to be paid, 
and the persons by whom, being variable. 

The Act which has given rise to all this criticism, though passed to facilitate the col- 
lectmn ot the revenue, has been found in practice very difficult to work, and lias caused 
much embarrassment. The Commissioners do not expect any benefit to arise from any 
^tptrro g i Slatl ° n + f J dircofclon suggested by tho Comptroller and Auditor-General, 
li - £ n y, an a S empUo render fixed and immovable by Statute, subjects which are in 

their own nature liable to fluctuation. 

•Sales of Properly. 

stated, wth re^ard^o ^ m on ooeount for tlio year to .list. Docomlior, 1872, it will bo soon that I Pft 
of lands, 1 tlmtrnany were not executed * Constltutm S tLe M'curity for part of tlio purclinso money on tho sale 

the Irish Church ActT ofTfifiO *° U Novombor ^ ast ca ^- 4 hir a similar remark. ]iy tho fiSnd Section of 

' V "" tl,0y " U "» to ft. pnrehasor • 

their satisfaction. The security which tlm 0*5? p " r ! ,ll!lR0 lnt >n°.V) on havnipf pnymout of tlio same socured to 
which, as prescribed bv the ah ; t Comnusiuoiiora tako is of two clauses, namely, Himplo mortgages on 

1Wr “*> “ d W 1.7 

prescribed by the Act ant . a ^ K »»gh or throo years had elapsed since tlio conditions 
deeds had in many cases not beenoSuted^ ^ mteroSt and insta lmonts ha > 1 toon acted upon, tho mortgage 

complications, as in^consequence of ™ com P lotlon of aim ple mortgago dcods may give rise to 

event of foreclosure being deemed Lpedient 2?"* Tv “T t0 U ° 'P° wor to fore f loso in ,^ e 

the owner, will be simnlv the , td foroclosuro takes placo, the purchaser, though ostensibly 

purchases land from tef °* OCCa V™ ° f the land at a ^^eod rent. For example, a tenant 

mortgage for £420 the vearlv 6 ho pays in cash £140, and gives a 

Commissioners may be t 15 f 6 1 ®V aunual of tllc cash ** to tte 
practi(»]ly accepting a rent o f .£22 8.., in. tid ‘f ^ fcre ° l0Sed ** 
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6 REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 

“ Since . my last Report many mortgages then outstanding have been completed, but a, considerable number 
still remain unexecuted, of which a Schedule will be found in tho Appendix. 

“ Some sales of lands have been effected through the Landed Estates Court, but as tho purchase-money was 
not accounted for, I caused a communication on the subject to be addressed to tho Commissioners, who have 
stated in reply that ‘ the full acoount and tho details will bo furnished by the Lauded Estates Court whon the 
matter is woundup.”’ 

■ made in tbe Report for the year 1872 was not as hero stated. It was 
in the following words, viz. : — “That on inspecting those mortgage deeds it was found 
that many were not executed." This can only bear one meaning, viz. : — That on the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General examining instruments which were presented to him 
as intended, to secure threo-fourths of the purchase-money in sales which had been 
completed, it was found that in many cases those instruments had not boen exocuted 
by the purchaser, and therefore there was no security for the money. 

The Commissioners have already in their original Report replied to this serious charge 
tor which there was no foundation ; and as it seems now to havo been withdrawn they 
have only to express surprise that some explanation has not been given as to the reason 
for making it. 

. The present complaint is of a very different character, and is easily disposed of. It 
is, m fact, that m some cases where the tenant has contracted to purchase from the 
Commissioners, and has in part performance of that contract paid one-fourth of his 
purchase-money down, the Deed of Mortgage intended to secure the remaining three- 
tourths has not been yet executed— in other words, that the contract has not been fully 
completed by the execution of the necessary Deeds of Conveyance and Mortgage. 

. V aie of la “ d tlie Commissioners is conducted as follows, as it would to in all 
similar cases where the vendor leaves part of the purchase-money outstanding on mort- 
gage of the property sold On payment of one-fourth of the purchase-money the Com- 
missioners Solicitor is instructed to approve of the draft conveyance and to prepare the 
moitgage. The two deeds are collateral and bear the same date ; but the mortwe of 

r^rrl b TT red untl1 the conve y ance is furnished by the purchaser’s solicitor 
xor execution by the Commissioners. 

^ unt ? purchaser, through his own solicitor, prepares his 
conveyance and furnishes !t to the Commissioners’ solicitor for approval, the mortgage 
deed cannot be prepared, the mortgage being a conveyance back to tho Commission's 
by the purchaser of the estate vested, or to be vested, by the deed of conveyance The 
Commissioners cannot force the purchaser to prepare his deed of conveyance As soon 

he t^^^hi^conv 6 ^ 0Ur ^\,° f '^ lle i^ Ur0 ^ laS i e " m0Ue ^ ^ ecoraes equitable owner, but until 
he takes his conveyance he is at law only tenant at will and liable to eviction. 

nared ltisTonve™ 06 7 n be som ? CMes where the purchaser has not as yot pre- 

E3T 31 T h r e ’ thOTef »\ the three-fourths of tho purchase-money 
nS3 ■ y n b f n “oured by the execution of a mortgage; but the 

are pduLly tmSteg °° m > ,arod ** am0Uut of aales ’ “ d 

■ arise Vrom A ^ itor - Gen . e ™ 1 ’ s apprehensions as to the complication likely to 

m™t bi remlboSl 16 c ° mplGtl ° n mortgages are quite unfounded. It 

is not nerfectod aid * S -° ^ “ th , e ““rtgago is not executed the conveyance 
ine I?. I ™ d ’ d fe p- sm T le of land remains in the Commissioners In no 
one ease has a conveyance been sealed by the Commissioners whero tho mortease had 

^ h *- '■ 

“ Rents ; Tithe rent-charge. 

have bean granted), of the total annual value of nearly i* 000 uooTvMch nSe 5“*? 

arrears m respect thereof amount to upwards of £12,000. ’ ’ P ™ C 0 lectlon 11118 Lcen ma do. Tho 

“ Rents ; Lands. 

With reference to arrears of Tithe Rent-charge, the Commissioners observe that the 

So°o r o ’ as comparei with that for sb °™ a 

In the liental for 1874 a further reduction of £21,000 appears, and it will also be. 
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seen that the 2,800 items in. arrear at 3lst December, 1873, have been considerably 

M They ^principally itema of small amount; ami in any cases where the arrear is 
large, the Rental for 1873 shows that tho Commissioners haye directed their solicitor 

to take legal proceedings to enforce payment. , . . , . . 

A a to the arrears of Rent, tho samo comparison cannot l)o instituted, as the annual 
amount of the Rental has largely increased since 1871 hy commutation and by the 
conrersion of Renewable Leases into perpetuities. . . 

The Glebe lands, for tho most part, vested m 1872 ; and the Commissioners do not 
think it in any way remarkable that in 280 cases out of about 5,000 that vested . m that 
year their demands for payment had not boon comp lod with at tho end of 1873. The 
&lebe Tenants avc in many cases very poor, and to adopt legal proceedings immediately 
in every caso of default would bo harsh and unprofitable. 

Every effort will continue to bo made to reduce the arrears. 

A statement showing tho amount of arrears duo at 3 1st December, 1873, and at ^ Appen- 
31st December, 1874, will be found in the Appendix. 

“Sale of Tithe Rent; Fixed Annual Inatuimemb. 

“ By die 32nd section of the Irish Clmrch Act of 1808, and the 7tli section of tho Art 35 36 Yht Pp.6J.7,«ci. 

c. 90, the Commissioners ore empowered to soil my tithe Bute vested m idiom to the owners of rtho hnd < feqd 
therewith, end they ere authorised upon tlio application of any owner by ‘ order tc .declare liis pnrehaso-money 
to be payable by instalments, and tho land out of which suoli roiitoluii'go issued w to ho accordingly “ 

from aday to be mentioned in such order for 52 years thence next ensiling, with an annual sum catalated at 
the rate of £4 9«. per centum on tlie pui-chanci-monoy.’ . ... -p 

“Ownex-s have availed themselves of this privilege to a oousidenihhi extent J and as stated in my Isrt Report, 
the National Debt Commissioners Wing made largo advaueos to the Aecomitiiiila on tho soour ty rt ^ JSh 
rent and other properties of tho Commission, I directed my omiiminrs to llispoot tho ; ordors by' wteh 

these charges on the land are secured. Tho result of this investigation has shown that 11 m > !■» f 
delay in the preparation of thorn, and that in very numerous oases t he : instalment *eweablo on fcjtad « 
from a day to be mentioned in suoh order,' had boon for a eonsldomUo tune in course of collection, without any 

“^'^staty ^preparing these merging ordors, it appears from o letter of tlio Oommissiomm aildwwl^fte 
Lords of the Treasury, on the 6th April, 1871, devolved upon tlio solicitor to tlio Con “ J ™ 
forth in that letter ns one of tho. grounds why his salary should bo raised from ±800 to il, 500 poi annum. 

11 Of these merging orders, 1,039 should have boon prepared by tho lot of May, 1871, the date from which 
the charge was created by them on tho land ; 

845 by November, 1871 ; 

1,161 by May, 1872; 

1,180 by November, 1872 ; 

but in October, 1873, when my examiners were in Dublin, tho preparation of those ordors had kUenso nmch 
into arrear that they were unable to proceed with tlm examination. They wore, however, informed tUat.mtn 
a view to the acceleration of the work, the duty of preparing thorn would bo transferred from ic so ^ 
other officers of the Commission. As this has boon done, it would seem that a duty, for which an au„ 
salary was partly granted to tho solicitor from 1st January, 1871, lias been taken up by other officers at me 
cost of the surplus. ., ... , . 1 « 7 S 

“ In explanation of the delay, tho Commissioners forwarded to mo tho letter under data, 14th Ooto , > 

which will be found in the Appendix. It is unsatisfactory, inasmuch as tlio Act 3f> « do Viet., c. > 
passed on the 10th August, 1872, and only affected tho orders which should have conio into force on s y 
and 1st November, 1871, and 1st May, 1872, and which, as they created charges on tlio land from those dates, 
should have been previously prepared. Tho remaking of tlio calculations referred to was eorawetot^ a 
schedules thereof were furnished to tho Exchequer and Audit Department, and dated respectively 3ru an 
of March for tho first two half years, and 4tli June, 1873, for tlio third half year. _ Tlio imienduient o 
merging orders, if they liad ever boon prepared, should certainly have boon completed in October, 187 o, apeii 
of seven months from the remaking of tho bulk of tlio new calculations. Tho Act referred to created no 
difficulty with respect to the names of tho townlands. _ , ,i 

“In December, 1874, there remained more than 100 merging orders, which had not boon propa , 
conditions having been carried out, although they wore only to take offoet ‘ as from a day to bo montione 
sneb order.’ ’ .... 

“It may further be observed, that although many of the morgiug orders purported to take efloct “ om > 
they appear to have been stamped by the Inland Revonuo Department so late as 1874 ; and it may possi 7 
a question in case of litigation whether thoy oould bo produced in ovidenco for the onforcomen o 
instalments without payment of the usual penalties.” 

Upon these observation's the Commissioners desire, in the first place, to remark that 
there has been no unnecessary delay in the preparation of the merging orders, haying 
regard to the tedious nature of the investigation necessary before such orders could be 
formally prepared, and that the Comptroller and Auditor-General overlooks the 
preliminary order of the Commissioners when he states, “ That in very numerous cases 
the instalment chargeable on the lands as from a day to be mentioned in such order bad 
been for a considerable time in course of collection, without any order having been 
prepared.” 

Under the Commissioners’ orders every, terminable annuity is payable from the gale 
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8 EEPOET OF THE COMMISSIONEES 

procoding^ the date of the receipt at their offico of the application to redeem the 
lithe Liontchargo tor which the annuity is substituted. The formal merging order ™ 
completed subsequently as soon as practicable. 

With reference to tlic remark, that the duty of preparing these merging orders “ has 
been taken up by other officers at the expense of the surplus,” the Commissioners have 
to observe, that new duties, not contemplated when the lottor of Gth April, 1871 was 
written, having beon imposed on Mr. Ball, thoy relieved him from the duty of preparing 
these orders, with a view to expedite the course of business in their office. The work of 
no public department could be carried on if the heads of it wero dobarrod from apportion- 
ing the business according as circumstances altor. 

. d'hc next statement as to the dates wlion merging orders should have boon prepared 
is entirely erroneous. The facts arc as follows: — 1,08!) applications wore made by 
owners to convert their tithe-rcnfcchargos into terminable annuities, between 1st May 
1871 (before which dato no applications could bo reeoivod), and 81st October, 1871 the 
first payment of the annuity to be due cm 1st May, 1872. In like manner, 845 applications 
were made between 1st November, 1871, and 80th April, 1872, the first paymont to be due 
^ November, 1872. Similarly, 1,101 applications wore made between 1st May 
1872, and 31st October, 1872, the first payment to be due on 1st May, 1878. And 
1,180 applications were made between 1st November, 1872, and 80th April, 1873 the 
first payment to be due on 1st November, 1873, and it would have been practically 
impossible (oven if the Act 35 and 3G Vic. c. DO, had not been passed) to have had the 
merging orders prepared in the majority of eases at an earlier date than that on which 
the first payment foil duo. It will be soon that at the dates mentioned by the Comp- 
troiicr and Auditor-Goucral, the applications of the owners on which the merging 
orders had to be based had not oven been received by the Commissioners. 

With respect to the 100 merging orders alluded to as not being prepared in 
December, 1874, it may be mentioned that the delay in their preparation lias been 
unavoidable, owing to the difficulties experienced in those special casos in identifying 
the lands out of which the Eont-ehargos issued, that upwards of GO havo since been 
executed, and it is expected that the remainder will be completed at ail early date. 

“ Expemcs Attendant on the Sales of Property. 

“ Under this lioad is a charge of .£83 10.,. 10,*. for tlm costs of Me. John Ball, tho solicitor to tlm Commis- 
sioners. As this payment was not supported by an account of particulars, nor oven a rocoipt, tlio acconntauts 
wore roqnostod to furnish thorn, which thoy havo doeliuod to do, on the ground that ‘tlm vouchor for the iiay- 
W °i cnrfclil fl fc '; of th " tlio Landed Estates Court, which has already been 

foiwmded. Tlm correspondence winch ensued will bo found in tlm Appendix. 

« „ , :° f T c f fc to tlio Accountant’s statomont in the letter of 9th Docomhor, 1874, that tlio document 
fW f S° iT'n Ual lV ? OOUUt roct ' w ' d from tll(1 J4uulod Estates Court, signed by the Accountant of 

oonooruod in preparing it,’ it is to ho observed that it is indorsed 
copy account, and at tlio foot of tlio indorsement tlmm is the name and address, ‘John Ball, 11 llumo-street,’ 
which usually indicates the solicitor who proparod the document’ 

“I must further ixmuirk that it is important that the solicitor’s bills of costs should bo furnislmd to this 
departnicnt, in order that it may ho ascertained, with reference to the Treasury letter of 3 1 st January, 1874, 
toatthcycontinino charges for personal services rendered to the (Joiumissioiiers in respoet of these sales. 

The Lords of the .1 rousury in that letter ‘ observe that when, liy their letter of 1st May, 1871, thoy fixed 
"J*’’ .!l? "i'm , V ,l0mtl n l ,,otU HaLcry ai.'l ollice expenses) at .£1,500, thoy certainly lmd in view all the 
soryie.es which lm could bo called upon to perform for tlm ( lommissioimrs. 

Wlim >ny Duils, m suhwxpmut corrosiKindeneo, at last agreed to except from this understanding Mr. Ball’s 
professional toes for Ins Horvicos to purchasers from the Oominissioimm iu the Landed Instates Court, thoy gave 
<‘Xj 'tosh ground that those were not services performed for the Commissioners.’ 

As the bill of costs m this ease has not linen furnislmd, I. am unable to Hay wlmtlmr it inelndos Charges 
with" 4,11111 tt< ' , ' / ' UaS routloml *" 1 Coui,ui!ttli onerH, or wlmtlmr tlm Treasury directions luivo boon complied 



i. ji U ' ^ mm,salc ' nora a Idas to understand how such a question as this is raised 

J. j Comptroller jiud Auditor-General, as in tlio first letter written on the subject 
or Mr. IWIh salary it, was expressly stipulated that, besides his salary, he was to receive 
the taxed ousts of sales m tlio Landed Kstatos Court. 

In the letter of Gth April, 1871, addressed by the Commissioners to tho Treasury 
fixing tlio terms on which Mr. .Hall was to undertako tho Ineroasod duties, subject to the 
approval of tho treasury, the following passage occurs " Some sales will take place 
through the Landed Estates Court. In tlioso casos tho solicitor will roceive his ordinary 
costs jinxed in that Court, and this tho Commissioners do not propose to deprive 

I ho terms in that letter wore approved of by tho Treasury by the lotter of 1st May, 
1871, and liavo boon acted on over since. 

In referring to the Treasury letter of 2 1st January, 1874, the Comptroller and 
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Auditor-General falls into a mistake in confounding a permission to Mr. Ball to act as Soli- 
X for ,mrch„scrs in the Landed EsUtos Court in tlio preparation of tiler Conveyances, 
2a, liis right to his taxed costs of mint in that Court. The permission in the former 
™e was certainly given on tlio “ express ground that they were not services performed 
Z the Commissioners.” The solicitor's right to the taxed coats of sales in that Court 
rests on the original terms on which Mr. Ball holds his office, the sales in that Court 
being service rendered for the Commissioners, and for no one else, and paid for by the 

C tAo charges for personal service in the Bill of Costs roforrod to arc for service 
performed for the Commissioners, and for no one else. 



/expenses of the t Ummirntm- fjtyid /{ranch. 

Tlio Comm-rf solicitor -till roWas mini- of in.moy o.lU.1 by l,im in tatad 

1 >11 nlc of I roll mil. A Ktiiboiiiont in con tin nil turn of Lli.it given m my ltoport 
this respect, will ho found in the Appondix.” 



Page 8, id. 



of at once paying them into tlio 
on the Account for 1872, showing his further transactions 



The Commissioners have only to repeat, with roferoneo to the transactions of Mr. 

Ball in lodging money received by him to their credit, as set out in the Appendix to the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- General, that all moneys received by him have 
been lodged with great regularity, and in a manner perfectly satisfactory to them. 

The Commissioners have fully satisfied themselves not only that there was no advan- 
tage to Mr. Ball from receiving their moneys, but that no risk was incurred m the 

eoume ad^optcd)wovcr, tQ meot t ^ 0 objections raised by tho Comptroller and Auditor- 
General, the Commissioners, though, they considered tho system of lodgments by their 
solicitor hitherto pursued in every respect satisfactory, proposed a new arrangement, 
which has been sanctioned by the Lords of the Treasury, under which all moneys 
received by their solicitor are paid over to them daily. 

« Bonds and other Securities given to the Commissioners for the due Performance of Church Works. Page 8 ’ 

••With regard to these bonds, &c., I liavo to obsorvo Hint, in reply to a cumumucation datcd28thMay 
1872, 1 was informed with respect to certain of them, that tlio Commissioners ‘liavo not os yet put the bonds 

in suit, the parties interested having roquested further timo to bo givon.’ 1fl70 

“In answer to a subsequent inquiry respecting tlio same bonds, dated 27th Dccoinbor, 187-, requestm Q 
be informed whether any further efforts had boon mado to recover the amounts, tlio reply was JNo. 

“ On the 11th of February, 1873, I again requested to be informed whether tlio Comnussioners propose and 
if so, how soon, to take any steps for tho collection of tho amounts, when they stated m reply that they baa 
given time to the parties ‘to enable them to carry out thoir alleged intention of applying for legislation witn 
view to the remission of their debt.’ , . , , 

“ Again, on the 21st December, 1874, 1 mado a similar inquiry, to which they ropliod, Although the solicitor 
had been instructed to take stops for tho recovery of tlioso amounts, tho Commissioners desired him not to press 
the matter, the persons liable still requesting timo to enable them to ondoavour to induce 1 arliamont to iegis 
late on the subject with a view to relievo them from thoir liabilities.’ ... 

“ It thus appears that after tho lapso of nearly throe years the prospect of rocovory of tho amounts is 
remote.” 

These bonds were given to tbe Ecclesiastical Commissioners for Ireland before the 
passing of “ The Irish Church Act, 1869.” . * , 

Instructions have been issued for legal proceedings to be taken, if necessary, to recover 
the amount due under these bonds, ample timo having now boon allowed to tbe persons 
liable to lay their case before the Government and before Parliament. 

The Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General refers to somo other 
minor importance, inter aha , to a controversy with Mr. Ball about some letters pubhs e 
by him in a newspaper, into which the Commissioners do not think it necessary to en . er. 

The only matters of real importance in the Report are tho Statement of the lit e 
Rent-charge and the Mortgage Deeds, and these have been fully dealt with. 



(Signed), 



MONCK, 

JAMES ANTHONY LAWSON, 



Commissioners of 
Church Temporalities 
in Ireland. 



24, Upper Merrion-street, Dublin, 
3 rd April, 1875. 
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APPENDIX. 



(No. 1.) 

Irish Church Temporalities Commission, 
24, Upper Morrion-stroot, Dublin, 

Sra. February 22nd, 1875. 

Tho Commissioners of Church Temporalities in 
Ireland observe that sinco tho Report of thoir proceed- 
ing 3 tas been sent to His Gr;ico tho Lord Lieutenant, 
the Comptroller and Auditor-Gonoral has presented 
to Parliament a Report on thoir account for 1873, in 
which again ho makes charges against thorn which 
require replies. 

I am directed, under tho circumstances, to apply for 
His Grace’s sanction for tho submission to him by tho 
Commissioners of a supplemental Report, which shall 
deal with those now accusations. 

I have tho honour, & c., iStc., 

(Signod), Denis Godley. 

The Under Sccrotarv, 

Dublin Castle. 



(No. 2.) 

4,341. 

Dublin Castlo, 

8«» 1 5th March, l«7f». 

Referring to your letter of the 22ml ultimo, con- 
voying the request of the Church Temporalities Com- 
missioners in Ireland, that they may be allowed to 
reply to the Report of tho Comptroller and Auditor- 
Gonoral on thoir accounts for 1873, I am directed by 
the Lord .lieutenant to acquaint yen, for the informa- 
tion of the Commissioners, that a commmiinutioii has 
boon received from the bonis of the Treasury, stating 
that thoir Lordships will readily present to Parliament 
tho further Report whieli the < louiHiissionors desiro to 
make. 

T am, Sir, &c., <V.e., 

(Signed), T. II. Biriutn 
Tho Secretary 

To the Irish Church Temporalities Commission, 

24, Uppur Morrion-stroot. 
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